Message

From: Praskins, Wayne [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=4F47BCOA2C2E42A98347D59CD1A98B19-WPRASKIN]

Sent: 10/23/2020 3:18:26 AM

To: Robinson, Derek J CIV USN NAVFAC SW SAN CA (USA) [derek.j.robinson1@navy.mil]

CC: Liscio, Matthew P CIV USN NAVSEA DET RASO VA {USA [matthew liscio@navy.mil]; Edwards, Zachary L CIV USN
NAVSEA DET RASO VA (USA [zachary.edwards@navy.mil]; Macchiarella, Thomas L CIV USN COMNAVFACENGCOM
DC (USA [thomas.macchiarella@navy.mil]; Stoick, Paul T CIV USN NAVFAC SW SAN CA (USA [paul.stoick@navy.mil];
Craig Bias [cbias@remwerks.com]; Chesnutt, John [Chesnutt.John@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: Discuss RESRAD Build and BRPG

Attachments: Dust_Ingestion_EFH_Update_PRGs_to Navy.xlsx

Attached is a spreadsheet that responds to action item #5. The table referenced in the spreadsheet (Table 5-13) with
the updated values from the EPA Exposure Factors Handbook (described as proposed values in the spreadsheet) is
available at https://www.epa.gov/expobox/about-exposure-factors-handbook (Chapter 5).

Wayne Praskins | Superfund Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (SFD-7-3)

San Francisco, CA 94105

415-972-3181

From: Praskins, Wayne

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2020 5:54 PM

To: Robinson, Derek J CIV USN NAVFAC SW SAN CA (USA) <derek.j.robinson1l@navy.mil>

Cc: Liscio, Matthew P CIV USN NAVSEA DET RASO VA {USA <matthew.liscio@navy.mil>; Edwards, Zachary L CIV USN
NAVSEA DET RASO VA (USA <zachary.edwards@navy.mil>; Macchiarella, Thomas L CIV USN COMNAVFACENGCOM DC
(USA <thomas.macchiarella@navy.mil>; Stoick, Paul T CIV USN NAVFAC SW SAN CA (USA <paul.stoick@navy.mil>; Craig
Bias <cbias@remwerks.com>; Chesnutt, John <Chesnutt.Jochn@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Discuss RESRAD Build and BRPG

Derek -
Please see proposed changes in red and strikeout. [Notes are in italics]

Wayne Praskins | Superfund Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (SFD-7-3)

San Francisco, CA 94105

415-872-3181

From: Robinson, Derek | CIV USN NAVFAC SW SAN CA (USA) <derek.j.robinson1@navy.mil>

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2020 9:33 AM

To: Praskins, Wayne <Praskins.Wayne@ epa.gov>; liscio, Matthew P CIV USN NAVSEA DET RASO VA (USA)
<matthew.liscio@navy.mil>; Edwards, Zachary L CIV USN NAVSEA DET RASO VA (USA) <zachary.edwards@navy.mil>;
Macchiarella, Thomas L CIV USN COMNAVFACENGCOM DC (USA) <thomas.macchiarella@navy.mil>; Stoick, Paul T CIV
USN NAVFAC SW SAN CA (USA} <paul.stoick@navy.mil>; Craig Bias <cbias@remwerks.com>

Subject: RE: Discuss RESRAD Build and BRPG

Here is what | wrote down with respect to action ftems. Please make any changes and send back by COB today. | plan
on sending this to the group.
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General summary —

The Navy and EPA are both going to evaluate some specific technical items and get back to the group {listed in action
items below).
The Navy and EPA are 2 discussed how well the C5M for HPNS andwi
to-better represents actu ai site mnditmns
The Mavy uses RESRAD and believes that it is the appropriate tool to use - industry accepted and provides an accurate
evaluation of risk and cleanup numbers

The EPA generally uses the BPRG caicuiator at CERCLA sites o evaluate risk from radaaEcgicaE ccntammat:cn in
buildings. The BPRG calculator assumes a higher exposure rate compared to RESRAD .and-beliay ti-handies-d
zoreecthe. [f wouldn’t say that either model is correct] Without a site-specific reason EPA cannot Gannet suppart RESRAD
for dust at HPNShesause-it-handlies-dust-differsntivthan-the BRRG calculater,
The Mavy believes that the BPRG calculator is overly conservative wrt risk from dust, providing numbers that are not
achievable and not indicative of FEASO mbie isk.
The EPA will re-svaluats Mo e H with-upda suibs-afrar-discussions-and-will provide updated
proposed cleanup values using the BPRG caicuiator if it can support site- specafsc mputs in piace of default values.

Action ltems:
1. ERSand Navy — discuss internally whether the Navy believes that the-C8bMta-determine- dust should not be
mnﬁsdered at HP‘NS if so, piease pmvsde a rationaie and proposed approach o EPA Maybe-a- Eew&r remaniabie

BPRG dust PRGs we prowded in August do not assume any partlcu/ar removable fract/on Ji
2. LP‘A evaiuatmg bwe one of the BPRG inputs {potential loss of radon) and will get back to the Navy by Nov 3Qst

G-{d-Less-pt-Radon-o ~{If the Navy has questions about the other input we discussed yesterday (dissipation
factor) p/ease Iet me know.]

3. MNavy - will follow up on EPA concern about send- RL&RAD siope factors used to estimate risk from fixed
contamination on a building surface-methed-f srting-dese-to-rsk-to EPA by Oct 30

4. Navy - will review ingrowth and decay assumptaons m:—;de in the Navy’s October 2019 BPRG submitial and send
any proposed changes weite-up-purunderstanding-of-hovwrdecavis-handied-in-BRRG-and-send to EPA —~ Oct 30

5. EPA —will send the updated factors from 2017 guidance to Navy — Set-22-by Oct 26

Follow up mesting by Nov 5 [My time is limited next week. I'm out tomorrow, next Tuesday, and next Friday, and have
commitments from 7 — 2 next Wednesday and Thursday]

@%[Some of these statements raise s:gn/f/cant quest/ons Suggest not try/ng to summarize the CSM here ]
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